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HSCA testimony. I have a copy of the transcript, as you know (I may have 
sent it to you). (That is, I have a transcript for May 3, 1978, which looks 
like the first recorded session; I don't know of any later one.) I would 
be interested in DeB's evaluation of the content and direction of that session. 
As you may recall, I prepared a long list of detailed questions for DeBrueys, 
with documents - pxkg originally at the request of Sen. Schweiker's office; 
later I sent it to the HSC. Xte About 2 days before DeB's testimony, I got 
a call - at 6 a.m. ! - from some twit at the HSC who wanted a copy of my 
stuff; he apparently knew of it ktete but didn't have a copy. They really 
did a poor job questioning him - they didn't use the relevant documents, and 
seemed to have only a superficial understanding of what my analysis was all 
about. (As I recall, they used just of few of my questions.) 

Reviewing the documents you sent, I see that (on paper at least) DeB 
was asking to see the reports on LHO (not the raw files) , and fex that the 

FBI told him that they had been made available to the HSC but couldn't be shown 

to him - and nobody told him that the report had been {5 Seems like 
he would know that by now! /released! 

Anyway, if you can find DeB's summary of his HSC £te± testimony, or other 
related documents, I would appreciate copies, if eshxekz&iikk convenient for you. 

Regardless of his te biases, Alvarez is a clever scientist and has been, 
for years, known for his sfe skill in finding errors in other people's work 
(and his eagerness to & do so). It's quite proper for a panel like this one 
to have someone like him on it. What does bother me is that he was initially 
offered the chair of the k panel! (Don't even in hint to anyone that you heard 
this from me!!) He turned it down - presumably recognizing that it would look 
bad, and that it would bring him more hassle than he wanted. Anyhow, for anyone 

in Washington to offer the chair of fete this panel to someone with a strong 

prior position on the case really is indefensible; even if there would be no 
actualy conflict of interest, the appearance of a conflict should have been 
etexgk enough to kh sqelch that suggestion right away. 

With best regards. 
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